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“This is the first of a 
of articles 
.. MEDVEDEY, 
‘Marxist dissident, hopes to 
“ contribute from Moscow. 


number 


that ROY 
leading 


MANY ARTICLES are now Wet? anne LO Grays OL the e pres ee Atte te oe eee 
appear ing fy Che Snuiee Press Ry) weaottation : on ae Seecoe and Lee BELG 
about the opponen:s or SALT SALT submithing endless uctlons with the result that 
if in the American Senate, h details, for aes Meee approval, many people thought thas 
and Saute: attenipis: tO 310 Modi ois udelear  avrerhes SALT Ih was pur at risk. What 
Cae es ta a ee Ponce was davolved in actually happened was that 
on cation, But ha dly any: | coir cuoris. But he, too,man- American foreign policy re- 
one asks if the treaty hits | asog vu spin out the talks sponses to internal Soviet 
bie gts in Russi. “Assume under diferent pretexts. events allowed the Sovict 
Moscow's raitfeation illo: And he is too ald a hand Union negotiators to take a 
course, be a farenciey: OF FP not tu have realised that harder line at the SALT talks. 

ea LorMuUILY. ess | his recent declaration that In the event it was the 
ob vious 12 the Fact that noe Soviet Union will noc coun-|Americans who — showed | 
es Sigs y ee lonance any amendments by 7 greater impatience 10 Coie! 
treats pila iatees: fee roe the Senate was bowad to pre- clude an agreement. Only 

Be ee put forward f02 |} judice she chances of ratifi-! later did the Sovier leadership | 

ee aloe dl inves sii cation, 7 ~ make a series of liberal BOS= | 

f pote we on tt one - One naturally asks «| tures (the exchange or 
Heke contiiues apace te wouldivr a hitch in ratifica- ae prisoners, the eating 
President’s signing of a treaty. tien savour a particular Aas: f Jewish emigration) that 
ta Ries th ecient Ale cow power group, ospeciilly are obviously calculated to 
hapsens fefore the signing ic ar eral ed ee Ce ae 
Pinetah asta oe Sald ire sek earership change? Some | atmosphere in rhe American 
dom come to light). 

The enemies of ‘detente 
Have certainty made their 


presence Tel inside the Sovier 


Party leadership. Differences 
over Brezhnev’s policy were 
a reason for the removal from 
the Politburo of Shetest in 
$972 and Shelepin in 
Critics of SALT If ta the 
nresent Politburo appear to | 
have inciuded chief ideoi- 
ozisr Susiov and Moscow * 

Party boss Grishin, It alse 

seems iat 

Metence 
KGS 


chie? Andropov 


1975." 


difeniice observers have 
ready sensed a tink between 
cern events and attempts 
to COME ate the SALT wege- 
liations. ‘Thus 1977 saw oe 
voculively tinted arres at 
well-known dissidents on ihe 
eve oF the arrival ia ae ow 
OF SCE E Sai aid SNe ee 


aba ‘ 


(whose SALT mission was 
doomed in advance because 
of President Curter’s human 
nee svatcments), 

And-in 1978, several times 


ad with talks between 
Vante and Gromyko in Gen- 


ee oag See oe eens Pee ee lads er eart 


Pyne 


ale | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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a , MisisteapprowBal Pol Halgase Bd GH/ A | 


coing 


Cougress, 

Al} the same, the tre 
signed in Vienna is a compro- 
mise between its supporters 


and its Oppouents in the 
Soviet ruling Glite, and ia 


check ro its ratification could 
be a defeat for the principal 
supporters of  Brezhnev’s 


aty as 


onteror ises | 
assisted in the production of 


tary-industr ial ~ 


ordinary consume goods, 
the picture has now changed. 
In 1960-67 it Was quite 
normal, given the difficulty 
of fulfilling economic plans. 
to order many kinds: ot 
* peaceful equipment” (erac: | 
tov parts, tor example) from 
military factories, Army con: 
struction battalions even 
buily ordinary civilian apart. 
ment blocks in Moscow and 
oth er cities. Now the reverse 
is more common - . erirer pr ises 
producing — for the Civil 
economy often rec ceive mili- 
tary orders for special com- 
ponents and spares. 
Lack of finance or techno- 


logs fais ciatsed he. 


Liou of consumer sous Los 
behind plan (not io mention 
“tlemand) fer five or six yours 
now. The ecouauty is suiler Ws 
from lack of skilied labour, 
the rate or ner eure un COM 
sumer goods oui per hain 
sharply declia red, ANG agricul 
tural production In ate a stale 


Quer 


of stagnation Lal Takes 
nolicies, as well as a political impossible to keep pace W 
and strategic setback For the he urban population 
Us: Administration, ineretae: Ay a result, those 
Modern .weapons are be- responsidie for these bran: 
coming an incr easing brake ches ot the ecomomy, os wel 
on the dev tlapniene of the | a. the pariy loaders at 
GMLRBPSB04345RO0O400960044e4ic and regional level 
as 10-15 years ago many mili- (who haye no concern for 


a strong LRLePe se in requcins, 
military speadias. . 
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But the armed forces and 
militacy industry can advaitee 
powerful aaguments through 
their representatives fn the 
Politbu.u. One muse not far- 
Set that in 1941-45 a-large 
part of the Soviet Union 
“endured pale my “eccupation 
from which ir was freed aaly 
-at the price of huge human 
‘and material - lossés. The 
military decided that anly 
strategic superiority could 
guarantee future security. 
Another ground for the 
political influence of the miili- 
tary is the huge losses they 
suffered in the Stalinist terror 
oF 1937-38. Nearly nine oii oF. 


every 10 generals” were 
arrested and shor in cat | 
period—men famous since 


the Revolution. Nearly every 
military distric. chief, nearly 
every official in the army patie 
tical directorate, numerous 
admirals, six deputy camutis- 
sars of defence, the head of 
every military academy cond 
many chiets of military pian 
Nins statks were disposed c: “| 
Sulfice it Lo say that «of 169 
divisional commanders on 
acrive duty im 1936, 136 were ! 


ares fed and shot iw 1937-39. - 


No army init single war could 


lose sO many senior com- 
vianders. 
After the wav Sialia sys- 


temiaucally retired all those 
commanders who had been 
promoted und became 
famous, beginning with the 
mse famous of all, Zhukov. 
When Stalin died it was these 
men who became mainly res-} 
ponsible for the liquidation! 
of the Beria group and for 
strengthening the power or 
Khrashchev. Im 1957 it was 
Zhukov as Minister of Det- 
ence who assured Khrushchev ; 
of victory over the politically 
more influential group of 
Molotov, Malenkov, Kagano- 
vich and Bulganin. 

Similarly, in 1964 it was 
the army which heiped the 
party group that) organised 
Kuiirushchev’s removal after 
he har lost its supart. (The! 
removal was prepared by! 
Suslov, who was supporied} 
by the party uppuralus, and; 
by Shelepia using the KGB.! 
But it was Brezhnev who} 
emerged as leader, with mili- 
tary support.) 


tb ee 


These actions by the mili-| 
tary 10 creale Lhe sori of pariy | 
leadership und security ser: 
vice they wanted were adirect | 
reaction to the repression a j 
1937-38 and the mriess disntis- 
sals of 1949-52. View and the 
milttuey « indusudial complex 
determined never again to be 
ina postion of Loial depend. 
eace on the pariy dictatorship 
and io acquire real influence 
in national decision-muking. 

flowever, in’ Ute post-war 
period the Sevier Union was 
techuolosically and economi- 


cally weak. The West had 
absolute sirateagic and econ- 
omic superiority and could 


conduct policy trem a posi- 
tion of strenaip, a fact driven 


howe by Kussia’s humiliation | 


tnissile crisis. 
military 

much 
evel)? 


Cuban 
Cuba the 
received a 
Nee Merron bat wind 
ment and priority in the use 
OF nalional resou: “ces, 

Tre object of this was tite 
achievement oof — strategic 
superiority, partcularly in 
view of the growing Utreat 
trom China. In 1977-79 Soviet 
tactical and strategic forces 
for practical purposes Grew 


in the 
After 

Ap Paes 
tse Car 


Jevel with those of ihe West! 


and in sume cases’ overivok 


than, The SALT LL agree- 
Met signifies the slowing: 
cown ot iis tendency and 
we abanduvianwent Of te 


earlier goal of saper fey 
(‘to cateh up ang oy et rake 
in favour of snai ot ae 

The difliculties witich arose 
oo the long drawn-our. 

weoulations over SALT were 4 
tee to this change ot aim. 
Brezhnev and his circie had 
to convince the military of ine 
necessity of co: npromise, 
which the economic Interest 
or the country in general 
aemanded, 

In contrast wo the situation 
in the American Senate no 


group in the Sevier Union, 
could now stop SALT IL rail 
cation; nor is there ‘any 
Vikeliood that the Sovice 
Union would violate the 
Treaty once it enters ite 
force. Bue there are influen- 


tial groups ia the USSR who 
would not mind at all at ihe 
US Senue refused ta ratty 
the treaty, since thar would 
-yepresent: uo tasca ror 
Brechue's policies, 


ee, 
— 


i 
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| 
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In othe present | cireum- 
stinees ia the Soviet Union— 
the haliral coms ta an end 
of the pawer af Bresunev’s 
vroug—omne reiiare at SAT 
Tl could meen oaly cae ting 
-—- the fikerthoad of ao vow. 
leadership that will lose ns 
The OP Setcaride oa mere 
Obvious military superiociiv. 


Tnawnhich case any subse gient! 


treaty would be ceriain ie oe 
less favourable to Americ 
than Lue preseni one. 
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